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NOTES OF OASES. 



Constitutional Law — Constitutional Amendment Similab to Pro- 
vision in Other State Constitutions. — Where a constitutional amend- 
ment is adopted, similar to provisions in several State Constitutions, the 
court cannot presume that the amendment was taken from a particular 
State, so as to adopt the construction put upon it by the courts of that 
State. Voss v. Waterloo Water Co. (Ind.), 71 N. E. 208. 



Criminal Law — Homicide — Failure to Furnish Medicine.— Conscien- 
tious religious belief against the use of medicines for the cure of disease 
seems to be no defense to a prosecution for involuntary manslaughter of 
an infant, for which defendant was bound to care, and which died for want 
of medical attendance. State v. Chenounth (Ind.), 71 N. E. 197, citing 8 
Am. & Eng. Encyc. of Law (2d ed.) 298, 299; 20 Am. & Eng. Encyc. of 
Law (1st ed. ), 769 et seq.; Reynolds v. United States, 98 U. S. 745, 25 L. 
Ed. 244; Miles v. United States, 103 U. S. 304, 26 L. Ed. 481; Specht v. 
Com., 49 Am. Dec. 518; Com. v. Plaisted, 148 Mass. 375, 19 N. E. 224, 2 
L. R. A. 142; 12 Am. St. Rep. 566; Begina v. Downes, 13 Cox, C. C. Ill; 
Regina v. Senior (1899), 1 Q. B. 283; 1 Bishop, New Cr. Law, 344; Peo- 
ple v. Pierson (N. Y.), 68 N. E. 243. 

See, also, article on Christian Science and the Law, 10 Va. Law Reg. 285. 



The Right of Trading in Your Own Name. — An interesting article on 
this subject in Law Notes for July, 1904, shows the principles of law gov- 
erning this subject to be as follows: 

Nobody has any right to represent his goods to be the goods of somebody 
else — in other words, in the use of a name, there must be no deception; 
and, if there is, it is immaterial whether the deception arises from the 
use of a name, which, as it happens, is the name of the defendant, or 
whether it arises from the use of any other name or description. Redda- 
way v. Banham (1896), A. C. 199; The Valentine Meat Juice Company v. 
Valentine Extract Company, Limited, 83 L. T. 259. 

There is no need in cases of this class for the plaintiff to prove any 
actual intent on the part of the defendant to pass the goods off as the 
plaintiff's. Such an intent by itself probably gives no right of action. 
Lever v. Bedingfield, 80 L. T. 100. What must be proved, and what is 
sufficient to secure an injunction, is that the natural result of the defend- 
ant's conduct will be to pass off his goods as the goods of the plaintiff. 
Cellular Clothing Co. v. Maxton and Murray (1899), A. C. 326; Millinton 
v. Fox, 3 My. and Cr. 388. See also Pinet et Cie v. Maison Louis Pinet 
(1898), 1 Ch. 179; Cash, Lim. v. Cash, 86 L. T. 211; Jamieson v. Jamieson, 
15 Rep. Pat. Cas. 169; Chivers v. Chivers, 17 R. P. C. 420; Trufit v. Ed- 
ney, 20 R. P. C. 321. 



